
National Priorities List Site 
Hazardous waste site listed under the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response. Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLAM'Superfund*) 

DAYCO CDRP./L.E. CARPENTER CO, 
Wharton Borough, New Jersey 

Dayco Corp./L.E. Carpenter Co, manufactures vinyl-coated wall 
coverings on a site of about 2 acres in Wharton Borough, Morris County, 
New Jersey. Prior to 1970, the ccnpany disposed Of polyvinyl Chloride 
sludge ty burying it in drums. In January 1982, Cayco Corp.A*E. 
Carpenter Co. and the State entered into an Administrative Consent Order 
requiring the company to remove the sludge, study ground water contami­
nation, and decontaminate ground water. Later in the year, the ocnpany 
removed approximately 4,000 cubic yards of sludge and soil in the rear of 
the property. In 1983, a private engineering firm hired by the corpany 
studied ground water and prepared a proposal to decontaminate it. The 
firm estimated that approximately 20,000 gallons of recoverable solvents 
are floating on the ground water beneath the site. Additional 
investigations are underway. 

The facility is located in the floodplain of the Rockaway River, a 
recharge area for the unconsolidated Quaternary Aquifer, which is 
designated a sole source of drinking water for the Rockaway River Basin 
area. Dover Township wells and Wharton Borough wells serving 27,000 
people are within 3 miles of the plant. 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/Remedial Response Program 346244 
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Ground Water Route Work Sheet 

Rating Factor MJf" (Circle One) pljer Score Max. 
Score 

Ref. 
(Section) 

• Observed Release 0 As) 1 tit *3 3.1 

If observed release is given a score of 45, proceed to line 0. 
If observed release is given a score of 0, proceed to line [5J. 

[U Route Characteristics 3J2 
Depth to Aquifer of 0 1 2 3 2 6 
Concern 

Net Precipitation 0 12 3 1 3 
Permeability of the 0 1 2 3 1 3 
Unsaturated Zone 

Physical State 0 12 3 1 3 

Total Route Characteristles Score 15 

EI Containment 0 12 3° 1 3 3.3 

If] Waste Characteristics _ 
Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 9 12 IS/ljh 1 7/ 18 
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 3 4 57^7 8 1 /L 8. 
Quantity 

M 

Total Waste Characteristics Score ai 28 

® T«9et» rss Q 
Ground Water Use 0 12 0/ 3(9 
Distance to Nearest 1 0 4 8 8 10 1 ^40 
Well/Population }12 18 18 2a 2 5 
Served J 24 39 32 /® 40 

• 

3.5 

Total Targets Score 49 

GO If line |TJ is 45, multiply 0 * 0 x0 
I f  l i n e  0  i s  0 .  m u l t i p l y  0 x 0 x 0 x 0  % % 57,330 

S Oivide tine ffi] by 57.330 and multiply by 100 Sgw- $ £ 
FIGURE 2 

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 



Surface Water Route Work Sheet 

Rating Factor AssignedValue Multl-
(Circfe One) piier Score Max, 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

Q] Observed Release (oj 45 1 
O 45 4.1 

If observed release is given a value of 45, proceed to line 0. 
If Observed release is given a value of 0, proceed to line [2]. 

® Route Characteristics 4.2 
Facility Slope and intervening 0 (7) 2 3 1 1 3 
Terrain v 

1-yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 0 1 @ 3 1^3 
Distance to Nearest Surface 0 12/5) 2 /> 8 
Water L/ V 9 

Physical State 0 12 fy 3 

Total Route Characteristics Score 
1A 15 

0 Containment. 0 12 ̂  1 3 3 4.3 

0 Waste Characteris 
Toxicity/Persist! 
Hazardous Wast 
Quantity 

tics 
Slice 0 3 6 9 12 15Q8/ 1 
# 0 1 2 3 4 7 8 1 f 18 

8 

4.4 0 Waste Characteris 
Toxicity/Persist! 
Hazardous Wast 
Quantity 

Total Waste Characteristics Score as 28 

4.4 

GD Targets 
Surface Water Use 0 1 (2) 3 3 t? 
Distance to a Sensitive n) 1 2 3 2 /Tl 
Environment 1/ 

Population Served/Distance 1 (Q) 4 6 8 10 1 
to Water Intake V? 16 18 20 O 
Downstream J 24 30 32 35 40 

9 
6 

40 

4.5 . 

Total Targets Score (j 85 

4.5 . 

0 If line 0 is 45, multiply 0x0x0 
I f  l i n e  0  i s  0 ,  m u l t i p l y  0 x 0 x 0 x 0  X 64,350 

CD Divide line 0 by 64,350 and multiply by 100 Ssw - ^ 
a. 

FIGURE 7 
SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET 



Air Routa Work Sheet 

Rating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One) 

Multi­
plier Score Max. 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

m Observed Release 6 45 45 5.1 

Date and Location: 

Sampling Protocol: 

If line 0 is 0, the Sa • 0. Enter on line [s]. 
If line Q] Is 45, then proceed to line [3 • 

El Waste Characteristics 
Reactivity and 
Incompatibility 

toxicity 
Hazardous Waste 
Quantity 

0 12 3 

0 12 3 
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

3 
1 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 

m Targets 
Population Within 
4-Mile Radius 

Distance to Sensitive 
Environment 

Land Use 

Total Targets Score 

El Multiply QJ x [2] x Q] 

El Divide line [3 by 35,100 and multiply by 100 

5.2 

9 
8 

20 

5.3 
0 9 12 15 18 1 30 

21 24 27 30 
0 12 3 2 8 

0 12 3 1 3 

39 

35,100 

S, - o 
F I G U R E  9  p .  

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET yfyu 



s s2 

Groundwater Route Score (Sgw) b Plans' 
Surface Water Route Score (S3W) 

7 . 7 2  51. bO 
Air Route Score (Sa) 

3sr 
V 8 5 „ * 8 » * 8 J  ??.?r 

> ' 8 5 w t 8 » * 8 i / , n  
/yyy/////// 
My?yyw> yp.ia 

FIGURE 10 
WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING SM 



Fire and Explosion Work Sheet 

Rating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One) 

Muiti-i 
plier I Store Max. 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

m Containment 

m Waste Characteristics 
Direct Evidence 
Ignitability 
Reactivity 
Incompatibility 
Hazardous Waste 
Quantity 

II! Targets 
Distance to Nearest 
Population 

Distance to Nearest 
Building 

Oistance to Sensitive 
Environment 

Land Use 
Population Within 
2-Mile Radius 

Buildings Within 
2-Mile Radius 

0 
0 1 
0 1 
0 1 
0 1 

3 
2 3 
2 3 
2 3 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Total Waste Characteristics Score 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 12 3 

0 12 3 

0 12 3 
0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

m Divide line [7] by 1,440 and multiply by 100 SFE -

3 
3 
3 
3 
8 

20 

5 

3 

3 

3 
5 

7.1 

7 J2 

7,3 

| Total Targets Score 24 

® Multiply 0 i || x | 1,440 

FIGURE 11 
FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET 



Direct Contact Work Sheet 

Rating Factor Assigned Value 
(Circle One) 

Multi­
plier Score Max, 

Score 
Ref. 

(Section) 

CD Observed Incident 0 45 1 45 8.1 

If line Q] la 45, proceed to line [7] 
If line Q] is 0, proceed to line [5] 

DO Accessibility 0 12 3 1 3 8£ 

0 Containment 0 15 1 15 8.3 

[7| Waste Characteristics 
- Toxicity 0 1 2 3 5 15 8.4 

0 Targets 
Population Within S 
1-Mlle Radius 

Distance to a 
Critical Habitat 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

0 12 3 

4 

4 

20 

12 

8-5 

Total Targets Score - 32 

f5] If line [TJ is 45. multiply Q * 0 * HI 
If line 0 is 0, multiply [2) x [3] x [71 x fsl 21,600 

(D Divide line (1] by 21,600 and multiply by 100 Soc -
FIGURE 12 

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET 



J January 1983 

DOCUMENTATION RECORDS 
FOR 

HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM 

INSTRUCTIONS ; The purpose of these records is to provide a convenient 
way to prepare an auditable record of the data and documentation used to 
apply the Hazard Ranking System to a given facility. As briefly as pos­
sible sunaarize the information you used to assign the score for each 
factor (e;g>, "Waste quantity *4,230 drums plus 800 cubic yards of 
sludges'*). The source of information should be provided for each entry 

* and should be a bibliographic-type reference that will make the document 
used for a given data point easier to find. Include the location of the 
docuaent and consider appending a eopy of the relevant pageCa) for ease 
in review. 

FACILITY NAME: Paycp Corp./I.E. Carpenter Company 

LOCATION; 170 North Main Street, Wharton. Morris County* N. J. 
STREET, MUNICIPALITY. COUNTY, NJ _ 

Sice Description (for transcrincion to worksheet) 
Dayco Corporation/L.E. Carpenter Company operates a wall cover­
ing manufacturinq'faciTTtv in the borough of Wha'rton. Mnrric . 
County, New Jersey. The facility is located in the flnnri nlain 
of the Rockawav River. Prior to 1970. solid and HmHH 
were disposed in a subsurface impoundment within ?nn foot nf 
the Rockawav River, L.E. Carpenter reported to the N.inFP that 
it removed approximately 110.000 ftJ of sludge (dn?a vrfc3^frnn, 
the impoundment. However, the 'groundwater is contaminatPd w-fth 
xylene and,ethyl benzene along with other solvents. An engineer. 
ing firm hired by the company stated that approximate!v ?n.nnn 
gallons of recoverable solvent is floating on the groundwater. 



sacuNs VATIA scucs 

1 OoSEaVeU RHLSASE 
i.. 

Coacaniaanca dacecced (3 aaxiaun): - - . -

itC££-**T. \8cfm&Atu&4**r Zirfe&>. I. 3,-J, 

Rational* for aesribuciag che eoncaminaacs eo she facilicy: 

I TOUTS CHARACTERISTICS 

Peach eo Aquifer of Concern * 

Nana/descripcicn of aquifars(s) of concern: ' A&jtZhsK&Au r&CCtyht/' 
hdr̂ cf Afifi£*v0&r & 

OepchCs) from the grouad surface cp ehe highass seasonal level of che 
aacuraeed soaa [vaear tableta)] of che aquifer of coacera: 

Pepeh from che ground surface to che lowest poiae of vasee disposal/ 
storage: 

J&MU&*<) 

2 



% 
Net Precipitation 

Mean annuel or seesonel precipitation (list aonthe for seasonal): 

(Ref: HRS Psers Manual, figure 3) 
Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list aonthe for seasonal): 

(Refs HRS Users Manual. Figure 4) 
Het precipitation (subtract the above figures): 

Perneab £11 tv^fjjjiueuf«t*£g<w* 

Soil type in unsaturated zone: » . 

(Ref: — •, 
Peraeability associated with soil type: 

• _ • ' 
Physical State 

" ei~ «•!«»•*' «« « pr.«« ti« fer 

* * * 



3 CTNTAIMMZNT 
Cangaihseag 

Method(3) of waita or laachacs eotttaiaBeac evaluated: 

Method with highest score: 

4 VASTS SASACISaiSttCS 
Toxicity and ?ersisgenca 

Cotsoouad( s) evaluacad: 
Uad 
AVUumju 
hĉ £6u>7y4#uL. 
Coooouad wieh highese score: 

Sznf*Z 

Hes 
jcr*tdaua_Vaste Quaaeitv 
Total quantity of haadrdou* substances ac she faciLicv, excluding 'hose 
weir a coacainaeac score of 0 (Give a reasonable esciiies ev«i* 
quantity is above aaxiaun): 8 43 

^ 0Q£>j&c$fe)c&. 
3SO Oi-tjp&y, 

Sasis- of esciaaeiag and/or caopueing vesee quantity: 

Alters "1Maicu4/ 

ao, trCrtr 5^ 

3 si) CJU. ̂ £0. X H dUcer** fl?A cu, yd* ' ly&O 
ol<?50 ^ 

MauuO/I* 
hug-b 4 



5 TA3GETS . 

Cr£u^_^i5srJJse 

'Jse(») of aquifer^} of concern wiciiia a 3-*ila radius of che facility: 

& 
Siscancs ;q Hearssc Weil 

Loeacioo of nearest veil drawing frp« acuifer of eoaetn or aeet-Bt#<i 
bm.idi.ng noc served by a public water supply: 

Public, 
4/*ct (JS- *7©" 

Diseases to above well or building: 

£AS£$ &u*>uc( 
Population Served bv Ground Vaeer Veils Vishia a 3-Mile stadiua 

Identified aaeer-supply vell(s) drawing from aouifer<s) of casein 
wxcais a J-aale radius and populations served by each: 

bJkexfâ  - r$z>o 
z2,ooo 

Catenate' ̂  
Coapueacioo of Lasd area irrigaeed by supply vellC,) drawing'fr^'"^; 
scm.er<s) of concera within a 3-wila radius, and conversion to 
popuiacioB 11.5 people per acre): 

hi/ft 

tse«l popultcion survtd by (rbuad wic«r aiehia < J-ail* ridiu: 

3p, S V& -w 



i aascra release 

Coneaminanes detected in surface water ac che faeiliey or downhill from 
it (5 aaxiaajs): 

Rationale for attributing che concasiaancs co che faeiliey: 

* * e 

Z ROUTS CHARACTERISTICS 

racilitv Slooe and Intervening Terrain 

• Average elope of facility in percent: 
soitfx. Vdbi<2o LtO*H 6> 9i 

4/i*Cc- ̂ aZc6ij rfn/yaC"̂ C&6S 
Sane/description of nearest downslope surface waesr: 

~t&oe£cutiag fectW 
US6T 42u4xf 

Average slope of terrain between faeiliey and above-cited surface vacsr body in- percent: 

ifa &><2&les<£y 
L0uciti£% Qtcefc/7*4* 

U we faeiliey located either cocally or partially in surface water? 

• yk 



Is "ha facLIicy sstaslacaL/ surrounded by areas of hijhar elsvacian? 
mo 

l-Yeag 2^-Hour Raiafall La Inches 

3- "1 (/v\<y*je&' 
MIS TKamMU? 

Diseanee eo Kearesc Downslooe Surface gacer 

Fhvyical Scaca of Vasee 

* * * 

3 COmOMEIT 

Cgneainsene 

Meehod(s) of vasce or Leachace coacaiaaene evaluated: 

-Otd 
- hTTb̂ P 

MochoA wish highaac i«?»: - fcpp&v-chs?S 

MAl8i*»£o C* 

7 
E * 



Toxicity and Persistence 

ComooundCJ) evaluated 

qHjC&wL 
Compound with highASc scare: 

-I 
~3 

Y&f 7Ha*uuif 
Hazardous Vaste Quantity 

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those 
with a containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if 
quaneicy is above, maximum): i<L yaAcC* <̂ /Q£6UC£̂ 4. 

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity: 
3SOO cu.ua&. 0(lû  pu/iue& <Ts~ fo yâ ĉ a-
£3. ^ fa*, /06H£, 

5 TARGETS 
Surface tfacar Gse 

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous 
substance: 

ua*.̂ tQcOtoMzyl̂ v̂ f' 

ac,ms-



Is there tidal iafluer.es? 

72t> 

VS6S TW 
Piscange so- « Sensitive Environaenc 

Distance to 5-acre (aiaiaua) eouciL wee Land , if 2 ailes or less : 

Diseahce co J-acre CaiaisRsr) fresh—.rater wee land, if 1 aile or less: 

Dvscance es critical Habitat. of an endangered species or national 
wildlife refuge, if I aile or less: 

* V ' 

, iV/A . .w , 

?ooulacion Served by Surface Vaeer ^ 

Laeacion(s) of waear-supply ineake(s) within 3 aile* (free-flowing 
bodies) or I aile (static waeer bodies) downstream of eha haaardous 
substance and population served by each intake: 

O 

9 



Caapu-saeise of Land area irrijaced by above-cLeed incalte(s) 
conversion z? pppuiacion (i .5 people per acre): 

TacaL populaciott served: 

0 

Naae/dascripcion of aearese of above- vacer bodies: 

ÔctcuAjOa Ok#W 
use? 

Disc arte e GO above-deed. intakes, aeasured ia seres# ailes. 



AIR ROUTE 

1 OBSERVED RELEASE 
Contaminants detected: NO AIR DATA 

Pate and location of doe action of contaminants 

Method# used to detect the contaminants: 

Rational# for attributing the Contaminants to the site: 

2 waste characteristics > 

Reactivity and Incompatibility 

Most reactive compound: 

(Ref: 
Most incompatible pair of compounds: 

* * • 

(Ref: 

11 


